C02 issue than would have been the case if the report had been
prepared largely during 1979 and 1980. While the report offers
estimates of probabilities in several areas, it is not always possible
to do so in a meaningful way. Consistent treatment of uncertainty in
each of the aspects of this heterogeneous issue remains elusive, but I
believe that this report makes substantial progress in this regard.

The C02 issue is so diverse in its intellectual components that no
individual may be considered an expert on the entire problem. For this
reason, as noted above, the CDAC prepared or commissioned separately
authored and separately peer-reviewed papers in each area, with no
attempt to force unanimity of style or of views. For the same reason,
the Committee members felt themselves incapable of judging and endors-
ing as a group the details of each paper's analysis and findings. Thus,
each paper should be viewed primarily as the product of its individual
author or authors, having had the review and comment of the Committee
members and other reviewers but not enjoying the unanimity of conclu-
sions possible in a more homogeneous and less controversial topic.
However, the Committee's work did reveal a large core of views, find-
ings, conclusions, and recommendations on a more general level, which
all members could wholeheartedly and responsibly endorse. These are
presented in the Synthesis of the report. Despite the existence of
some areas of continuing controversy, such as the carbon cycle, there
are no major dissents with respect to the contents of this assessment.

There continues to be an outpouring of fact, interpretation, con-
jecture, and proposals for research and policy having to do with the
effect of increasing carbon dioxide and its consequences.  Periodically,
it will be well worth taking stock. Where are we? What is most impor-
tant or troublesome? What should we be doing now, although treatment
of the issue is full of uncertainties, to avoid the haste and waste of
being forced to shoulder a burden later, when our best choices may have
been foreclosed? What opportunities does the prospect of CC^-induced
changes offer societies? Are we doing anything now that will look like
a mistake later on? This report is the result of one effort to gain
insights into these questions. We hope that others in the United States
and other countries will continue to ask them. Such sustained question-
ing may be the best insurance we can buy.

The support that the CDAC has received from the Congress and the
federal government throughout its work has been gratifying. The Office
of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) of the Executive Office of the
President, the Department of Energy (DOE), and the National Science
Foundation (NSF) provided the necessary means, as well as ready coopera-
tion on access to information and expertise. Richard Meserve and
Thomas Pestorius of OSTP, David Slade and Frederick Koomanoff of DOE,
and Bernard Stein of NSF deserve special mention.

I am sure that all the members of the Committee also share my
gratitude to the many experts who let us draw upon their knowledge and
wisdom through many ad hoc means. Our sister Climate Research
Committee deserves many thanks for organizing groups to address the
questions of climate modeling, detection of climate changes, and
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